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From: Childers, Pat

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 5:44:48 AM

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.
The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the "Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely
hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg
agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has

submitted its comments.

This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed
content on where we were on the issues.

Pat






From: Lee, Anita

To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: Are you both going to the Vernon call?
Date: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 9:33:42 AM

Talking points for the meeting with Vernon. Please let me know if you have any revisions, etc. thanks!!

Purpose of Meeting

Vernon Masayesva, representing Black Mesa Trust, requested a meeting to discuss his proposal related to a
framework for transitioning NGS to a cleaner energy generating station by 2025.

Talking Points to Include in Opening Remarks

»  Thank you for your interest and efforts related to a cleaner energy future for NGS.

e Given that we are still in the public comment period for our proposed rulemaking, we will be putting a memo
in the docket regarding our meeting today.

. If you have comments related to our proposed BART determination for NGS, please submit them in writing.

*  Weare in listening mode today. To the extent your comments pertain to the Technical Work Group Agreement
and are unrelated to the BART Alternative in the agreement, we would refer you to Department of the Interior and
Bureau of Reclamation. Those agencies are directly involved in the additional, “non-BART” provisions of the
TWG Agreement. EPA is only involved in the “better than BART” Alternative.

Anita Lee, PhD

Environmental Scientist

US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3958

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 9:21 AM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann

Subject: Re: Are you both going to the Vernon call?

Ok we feel better now:-)

From: Lee, Anita

Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 9:19:56 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann

Subject: RE: Are you both going to the Vernon call?

I am, and | believe Ann is as well.

Anita Lee, PhD

Environmental Scientist

US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3958





From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2013 9:20 AM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: Are you both going to the Vernon call?

Debbie was asking.






Redactions: Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative process

From: Saltman, Tamara

To: Childers, Pat

Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:45:00 AM
will do!

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 11:19 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara

Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.

OK, thanks.

Let me know if you need anything on the tribal front. Im up and running and official now!

From: Saltman, Tamara

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 10:59 AM
To: Childers, Pat

Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.

yes — | got back to her. Sorry. | had just asked for a one-on-one with her to talk about some gory
details of how we’re working with DOl on some pieces of this.

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 10:46 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara

Subject: FW: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Hey Tamara

Im not listed as an attendee for the below meeting this afternoon with Janet so | cant answer the
question. Do you have an answer for her?

Pat

From: McCabe, Janet

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:48 AM

To: Childers, Pat; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Jordan, Deborah; Green,
Gregory; Mckelvey, Laura; Lorang, Phil; Koerber, Mike

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Thanks for the summary, Pat, and to all for the meeting.

What are we talking about this afternoon?





From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:44:41 AM

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.
The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the "Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely
hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg
agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has
submitted its comments.

This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed
content on where we were on the issues.

Pat










Redactions: Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative process

From: Saltman, Tamara

To: McCabe, Janet

Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 5:55:58 AM

| asked for some time a couple of weeks back to talk about mostly NREL phase 2 report, plus
whatever ever we needed to touch base on re: NGS coordination.

From: McCabe, Janet

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:48 AM

To: Childers, Pat; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Jordan, Deborah; Green,
Gregory; Mckelvey, Laura; Lorang, Phil; Koerber, Mike

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Thanks for the summary, Pat, and to all for the meeting.
What are we talking about this afternoon?

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:44:41 AM

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.
The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the “Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely
hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg





agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has
submitted its comments.

This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed
content on where we were on the issues.

Pat










Redactions: Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative

process;
From: Saltman. Tamara
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy
Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 9:09:00 AM

hil It was actually originally to talk about NREL Phase 2 report on NGS, but | would like to talk FOIA as
well. When are you free today?

Tamara

From: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 11:56 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara

Subject: FW: NGS discussion this afternoon.

I’'m guessing our NGS meeting today is about the FOIA request? Should you and | talk beforehand?
Happy Monday?!

From: McCabe, Janet

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:48 AM

To: Childers, Pat; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Jordan, Deborah; Green,
Gregory; Mckelvey, Laura; Lorang, Phil; Koerber, Mike

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Thanks for the summary, Pat, and to all for the meeting.
What are we talking about this afternoon?

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:44:41 AM

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.





The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the "Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely
hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg
agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has
submitted its comments.

This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed
content on where we were on the issues.

Pat










From: Jordan. Deborah

To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Thursday, August 22, 2013 5:22:26 PM

Yes, let’s chat tomorrow or whenever we can.

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 5:14 PM

To: Jordan, Deborah

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Could we chat about this?

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 9:23 AM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen — Per our last email discussion, | believe including my name (along with yours and Debbie’s)
on the list for Action Item 2 is appropriate. Will you reply to David? - Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2013 11:04 PM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp; McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: Re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:

Thank you very much for your participation on the August 7th teleconference and for your
follow-up thoughts regarding the action items and other related matters.

With respect the action items, as a quick refresher I have noted them below:

Action Item 1: provide any projected funding availability for FY 13, 14, and 15 (including
restrictions, constraints, and any authorization considerations)

Action Item 2: provide a list of members to maintain participation in the NREL Phase 2 sub-
team at-large

Action Item 3: provide a list of member to specifically participate in one or more of the NREL
Phase 2 sub-team scope elements: i.e.:
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A.1: Impacts and Options - CAP Tribal Water Users

A.2: Impacts and Options - CAP Non-Indian Agriculture Water Users
B.1: Impacts and Options - Navajo Nation

B.2: Impacts and Options - Hopi Tribe

C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath

Action Item 4: provide additions to the stakeholder list for each scope element for those to be
engaged in the statement of work development process as well as in the execution of the
deliverables

We will be scheduling another meeting shortly.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or
concerns, or any thoughts on the action items.

Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)

On Sat, Aug 3, 2013 at 12:39 PM, Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov> wrote:
Hi All:

I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, 1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). 1 will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, |1 would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
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perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)






From: McKaughan, Colleen

To: Saracino, Ray

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 5:13:00 PM

Hi, Ray,

Thanks for alerting me to this. | think Debbie talked to Dave yesterday. | will see if this topic came up.

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 9:23 AM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen — Per our last email discussion, | believe including my name (along with yours and Debbie’s)
on the list for Action Item 2 is appropriate. Will you reply to David? - Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2013 11:04 PM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp; McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: Re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:

Thank you very much for your participation on the August 7th teleconference and for your
follow-up thoughts regarding the action items and other related matters.

With respect the action items, as a quick refresher | have noted them below:

Action Item 1: provide any projected funding availability for FY 13, 14, and 15 (including
restrictions, constraints, and any authorization considerations)

Action Item 2: provide a list of members to maintain participation in the NREL Phase 2 sub-
team at-large

Action Item 3: provide a list of member to specifically participate in one or more of the NREL
Phase 2 sub-team scope elements: i.e.:

A.1: Impacts and Options - CAP Tribal Water Users
A.2: Impacts and Options - CAP Non-Indian Agriculture Water Users





B.1: Impacts and Options - Navajo Nation
B.2: Impacts and Options - Hopi Tribe
C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath

Action Item 4: provide additions to the stakeholder list for each scope element for those to be
engaged in the statement of work development process as well as in the execution of the
deliverables

We will be scheduling another meeting shortly.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or
concerns, or any thoughts on the action items.

Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)

On Sat, Aug 3, 2013 at 12:39 PM, Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov> wrote:
Hi All:

I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, 1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). 1 will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, | would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole





where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).
I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)






From: McKaughan, Colleen

To: Saracino, Ray

Cc: Machol, Ben

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Thursday, August 08, 2013 8:40:00 AM

Hi, Ray,

not responsive

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 5:28 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen )
Cc: Machol, Ben not responsive
Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen - For the general sub-group calls, that sounds fine.

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 4:44 PM

To: Saracino, Ray

Cc: Machol, Ben

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi, Ray.

| ended up talking to Debbie prior to her update with Jared. She has to update him on NGS so we
started talking about today’s call. She mentioned that she had received your notes (thank you) but
hadn’t read them yet.





How does that sound?

not responsive

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:36 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Colleen. If you and Debbie think it’s appropriate, I’d like to join in the conversation.

not responsive

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:42 PM

To: Saracino, Ray

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Ray, not responsive

| did have the TWG agreement and was able to find the NREL piece._

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:33 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen —

Sorry, just saw your message now. The TWG agreement is lengthy and | have only read the
beginning, so far.





| took some bulleted notes during the call and will send them to you in a separate email.
How shall we follow-up with the action item regarding participation in various workgroups?
- Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 12:40 PM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp

Subject: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:
I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; | think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, 1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). 1 will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, | would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole





where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).
I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)










all redactions in this document not rsponsive

From: Saracino, Ray

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Cc: Machol, Ben

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 5:28:09 PM

Colleen - For the general sub-group calls, that sounds fine.

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 4:44 PM

To: Saracino, Ray

Cc: Machol, Ben

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi, Ray.

| ended up talking to Debbie prior to her update with Jared. She has to update him on NGS so we
started talking about today’s call. She mentioned that she had received your notes (thank you) but
hadn’t read them yet.

How does that sound?

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:36 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Colleen. If you and Debbie think it’s appropriate, I’d like to join in the conversation.





Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:42 PM

To: Saracino, Ray

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Ray,

| did have the TWG agreement and was able to find the NREL piece._

Colleen

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:33 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen —

Sorry, just saw your message now. The TWG agreement is lengthy and | have only read the
beginning, so far.

| took some bulleted notes during the call and will send them to you in a separate email.
How shall we follow-up with the action item regarding participation in various workgroups?
- Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 12:40 PM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp

Subject: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request





Hi All:
I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, |1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). I will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, |1 would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)










all redactions in this document not responsive

From: McKaughan, Colleen

To: Saracino, Ray

Cc: Machol, Ben

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 4:44:00 PM

Hi, Ray.

| ended up talking to Debbie prior to her update with Jared. She has to update him on NGS so we
started talking about today’s call. She mentioned that she had received your notes (thank you) but
hadn’t read them yet.

How does that sound?

(R
9 |
o
®
-

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:36 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Colleen. If you and Debbie think it’s appropriate, I'd like to join in the conversation.

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: McKaughan, Colleen

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:42 PM

To: Saracino, Ray

Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Thanks, Ray,

| did have the TWG agreement and was able to find the NREL piece._






From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:33 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen —

Sorry, just saw your message now. The TWG agreement is lengthy and | have only read the
beginning, so far.

| took some bulleted notes during the call and will send them to you in a separate email.
How shall we follow-up with the action item regarding participation in various workgroups?
- Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 12:40 PM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp

Subject: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:
I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, I would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). 1 will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, | would like to point out a few changes as follows:





1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)










From: McKaughan, Colleen

To: Saracino, Ray
Subject: RE: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 1:44:00 PM

Thanks, Ray. Apparently EPA and BOR are discussing the approach for Sub-team C so stay tuned.

From: Saracino, Ray

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 1:28 PM

To: McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: FW: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Colleen — Thank you for your phone message from the other day. Yes, | agree keeping me on
the sub-team scope C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath is appropriate...and I’'m happy to skip the
broader Process and NREL Study meetings. Sorry for not calling, my day has been hectic. -
Ray

Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead | Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9) | 75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 972-3361 | saracino.ray@epa.gov | www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange

From: Saltman, Tamara

Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 11:54 AM

To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Steiner, Elyse; Saracino, Ray
Subject: re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Do any of you want to come off David’s list? My plan is to keep a finger on the pulse so there are
fewer surprises than the first phase, but not be deeply involved in the chapter development itself. |
am happy to keep anyone else who wants to come off the invite list for these meetings in the loop
periodically. I'm also happy for people to stay on and be more deeply involved, but an initial round
of conversations a few weeks back didn’t turn up anyone in that group. Let me know what you think

Tamara

Tamara Saltman

EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Ariel Rios North room 5442Y

202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 2:04 AM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia





Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp; McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: Re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:

Thank you very much for your participation on the August 7th teleconference and for your
follow-up thoughts regarding the action items and other related matters.

With respect the action items, as a quick refresher | have noted them below:

Action Item 1: provide any projected funding availability for FY 13, 14, and 15 (including
restrictions, constraints, and any authorization considerations)

Action Item 2: provide a list of members to maintain participation in the NREL Phase 2 sub-
team at-large

Action Item 3: provide a list of member to specifically participate in one or more of the NREL
Phase 2 sub-team scope elements: i.e.:

A.1: Impacts and Options - CAP Tribal Water Users

A.2: Impacts and Options - CAP Non-Indian Agriculture Water Users
B.1: Impacts and Options - Navajo Nation

B.2: Impacts and Options - Hopi Tribe

C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath

Action Item 4: provide additions to the stakeholder list for each scope element for those to be
engaged in the statement of work development process as well as in the execution of the
deliverables

We will be scheduling another meeting shortly.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or
concerns, or any thoughts on the action items.

Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)

On Sat, Aug 3, 2013 at 12:39 PM, Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov> wrote:
Hi All:

I hope your summer is going well.
I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -

NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.





To this end, |1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). I will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, |1 would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)






Redactions: Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative process

From: McCabe, Janet

To: Childers, Pat; Saltman. Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Jordan, Deborah; Green. Gregory;
Mckelvey. Laura; Lorang. Phil; Koerber, Mike

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 5:48:12 AM

Thanks for the summary, Pat, and to all for the meeting.
What are we talking about this afternoon?

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:44:41 AM

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.
The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the "Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely
hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg
agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has
submitted its comments.

This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed
content on where we were on the issues.





Pat










Redactions: Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative process

From: McCabe, Janet

To: Saltman, Tamara

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 5:57:42 AM
Oh ok

From: Saltman, Tamara

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:55:56 AM
To: McCabe, Janet

Subject: RE: NGS discussion this afternoon.

| asked for some time a couple of weeks back to talk about mostly NREL phase 2 report, plus
whatever ever we needed to touch base on re: NGS coordination.

From: McCabe, Janet

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:48 AM

To: Childers, Pat; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Jordan, Deborah; Green,
Gregory; Mckelvey, Laura; Lorang, Phil; Koerber, Mike

Subject: Re: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Thanks for the summary, Pat, and to all for the meeting.

What are we talking about this afternoon?

From: Childers, Pat

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 8:44:41 AM

To: Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet
Subject: NGS discussion this afternoon.

Janet, Nancy, and Tamara

| see a scheduled NGS discussion this afternoon. Thought | would give you a quick update from the
meeting with Governor Greg Mendoza from Gila River last Thursday on this issue.

In attendance for EPA was myself, OAQPS staff (Greg, Laura, Mike K, and Phil Lorang) region 9 folks
(Deb, and Colleen) ad Joanne Chase joined us from OITA. For the Gila River it was Gov Mendoza,
Councilmen Enos and Wellington and Don Pongrace.

The basic gist of the conversation was the Governor wishing that we understand that while the TWG
is not a preferred outcome but given the circumstances (ie water costs) it is a necessary outcome.
The tribe also requested that the agreement be memorialized into the preamble in its entirety, if
there is a new proposal for this to be the “Better than Bart” Alternative. Deb Jordan replied that it
will be memorialized thought not necessarily in the preamble in its entirety. She mentioned likely





hood of extending current comment period and fact that it will be extended again if we do a
supplemental for the alt better than Bart.

The remainder of the discussion focused on the need for consultation with the tribe concerning the
NGS as we move forward. The tribe proposed if there is going to be no supplemental or if a
supplemental is greatly different than what is proposed in the twg agreement that a consultation
take place prior to the announcement . If the supplemental proposal is largely identical to the twg
agreement then the consultation could wait until after the supplemental is out and the tribe has

submitted its comments.
This seemed generally agreeable to the parties at the table and the meeting concluded.

Let me know if you need more info. The meeting went very well in general and everyone seemed

content on where we were on the issues.

Pat










From: Palumbo, David

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia Hoeft; David
Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan. Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont; Mary Josie Blanchard;
Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino. Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve Lindenberq; Saltman. Tamara;
Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin Foraker; Michael Pulskamp; McKaughan

Colleen
Subject: Re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Tuesday, August 20, 2013 11:04:29 PM

Hi All:

Thank you very much for your participation on the August 7th teleconference and for your
follow-up thoughts regarding the action items and other related matters.

With respect the action items, as a quick refresher | have noted them below:

Action Item 1: provide any projected funding availability for FY 13, 14, and 15 (including
restrictions, constraints, and any authorization considerations)

Action Item 2: provide a list of members to maintain participation in the NREL Phase 2 sub-
team at-large

Action Item 3: provide a list of member to specifically participate in one or more of the NREL
Phase 2 sub-team scope elements: i.e.:

A.1: Impacts and Options - CAP Tribal Water Users

A.2: Impacts and Options - CAP Non-Indian Agriculture Water Users
B.1: Impacts and Options - Navajo Nation

B.2: Impacts and Options - Hopi Tribe

C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath

Action Item 4: provide additions to the stakeholder list for each scope element for those to be
engaged in the statement of work development process as well as in the execution of the
deliverables

We will be scheduling another meeting shortly.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or
concerns, or any thoughts on the action items.

Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)

On Sat, Aug 3, 2013 at 12:39 PM, Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov> wrote:
Hi All:

I hope your summer is going well.





I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; I think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, 1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). 1 will send
out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, |1 would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted
to ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is
currently scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated,
and perhaps incorporated.

4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well.
Any and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.

Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your
organizations.





Thanks,

David

702-622-4064 (c)






From: Dunham, Sarah

To: McCabe, Janet; Goffman, Joseph; Saltman, Tamara; Childers, Pat; Shaw, Betsy; Mason, Colleen; Steiner, Elyse
Subject: Re: ideas for building on NGS BART agreement

Date: Wednesday, August 14, 2013 8:34:24 AM

Janet-

| apologize for taking so long to send these potential project ideas/ opportunities to engage with
NGS with respect to climate opportunities. Folks pulled the following ideas together, we'd be happy
to sit down and talk through them as well as discuss the best way to engage on these ideas.

Thanks
All redactions in this document per exemption 5:
deliberative process
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From: McCabe, Janet

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2013 12:22:57 PM

To: Dunham, Sarah; Goffman, Joseph; Saltman, Tamara; Childers, Pat; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: Fw: ideas for building on NGS BART agreement

Sarah, Joe--re our conversation about NGS yesterday.





Tamara--could you please send joe and sarah the TWG agreement? The interesting (nonBART)
proejcts are included in Appendix C (for 'carbon").

We can get some energy going on this.

Pat, Betsy—fyi ...

From: Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov>

Sent: Friday, August 02, 2013 2:54:49 AM

To: Belin, Letty

Cc: McCabe, Janet; steve.lindenberg@ee.doe.gov; Saltman, Tamara; Haase, Scott; Hurlbut, David;

Heath, Garvin; Michael Connor
Subject: Re: ideas for building on NGS BART agreement

Hi Letty and All:

I think that these ideas are wonderful and exciting.

I believe that we can use the model identified in the TWG Agreement to further advance the
goals under (1) the Climate Action Plan as well as (i1) those under Blueprint for a Secure
Energy Future, both of which would dovetail nicely into the EO on Establishing the White
House Council on Native American Affairs.






Do you think it would be valuable to have a teleconference to further gather and discuss our
thoughts, and synthesize and distill them in preparation to roll them out to the larger 3-agency
group? Either way is certainly okay with me.

Thanks,

David

On Thu, Aug 1, 2013 at 3:33 PM, Belin, Letty <letty_belin@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
both to further implement the 3 Agency NGS Joint Statement, and to implement the
President's Climate Action Plan and EO on Native American Affairs Council.

Janet and I were chatting today about brainstorming ideas as described above. Before
reaching out to the broader 3-Agency group, it seemed appropriate to me to get reactions
and mput from this smaller group.

In order to get the ball rolling, here is what I wrote up:

We would like to have a 3-agency discussion on how we might build on actions
and commitments made in the recent NGS BART agreement to ramp up
related initiatives both to implement the President's Climate Action Plan and to
implement the 3 Agency Statement.

In the 3-Agency Joint Statement, we commit to "support shorter term
investments that align with long term clean energy goals," and to produce
"clean, affordable and reliable power, affordable and sustainable water
supplies, and sustainable economic development" that supports NGS
stakeholders, and most particularly tribal stakeholders.





Some of the relevant specific commitments in the Climate Action Plan include:

B Reducing carbon pollution, including from power plants, federal facilities and
other sources

B Promote American leadership in renewable energy by permitting 10 GW of
renewables on federal lands by 2020 and upgrading the electric grid

B “unlock” long-term investment in clean energy innovation, including clean
coal (includes $8 billion in loan guarantees for advanced fossil fuel energy
projects)

B Increase federal reliance on renewable energy to 20% by 2020

Another Administration initiative that we would be building on is the President's
recent EO establishing the WH Council on Native American Affairs, the
purposes of which are:

to promote the development of prosperous and resilient tribal communities,
including by:

(a) promoting sustainable economic development, particularly energy,
transportation, housing, other infrastructure, entrepreneurial, and workforce
development to drive future economic growth and security; and...

(e) protecting tribal lands, environments, and natural resources, and promoting
respect for tribal cultures.

What steps might we take to harness more Administration help and focus on
implementing the 3 administration priorities above both in the specific context
of NGS and its stakeholders and, to the extent appropriate, beyond NGS to
the rest of the US and the rest of Indian country? In an effort to spur others'
creativity, here are some things | have been thinking about:






Others' thoughts? Assuming you all think it is worth it, once we pool our ideas, we can
convene our 3-agency group to discuss.

David M. Palumbo, P.E.
Deputy Regional Director
Bureau of Reclamation
PO Box 61470

Boulder City, NV 89006
702-293-8409 (o)
702-293-8333 (f)
702-622-4064 (c)
dpalumbo@usbr.gov











From: Saltman. Tamara

To: Jordan. Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Steiner, Elyse; Saracino, Ray
Subject: re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request
Date: Friday, August 23, 2013 11:53:59 AM

Do any of you want to come off David’s list? My plan is to keep a finger on the pulse so there are
fewer surprises than the first phase, but not be deeply involved in the chapter development itself. |
am happy to keep anyone else who wants to come off the invite list for these meetings in the loop
periodically. I'm also happy for people to stay on and be more deeply involved, but an initial round
of conversations a few weeks back didn’t turn up anyone in that group. Let me know what you think

Tamara

Tamara Saltman

EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Ariel Rios North room 5442Y

202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov

From: Palumbo, David [mailto:dpalumbo@usbr.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2013 2:04 AM

To: kblack@usbr.gov; rchandler@usbr.gov; Angela K Adams; Carol McCoy; Christopher Horyza; Cynthia
Hoeft; David Hurlbut; David Palumbo; Jordan, Deborah; Don Shepherd; Harrilene Yazzie; John Vimont;
Mary Josie Blanchard; Mike Carr; Patricia Brewer; Saracino, Ray; Scott Haase; Steiner, Elyse; Steve
Lindenberg; Saltman, Tamara; Letty Belin; Sandra Eto; Russ Callejo; Chau Nguyen; Ron Smith; Erin
Foraker; Michael Pulskamp; McKaughan, Colleen

Subject: Re: NREL Phase 2 Update and Meeting Request

Hi All:

Thank you very much for your participation on the August 7th teleconference and for your
follow-up thoughts regarding the action items and other related matters.

With respect the action items, as a quick refresher I have noted them below:

Action Item 1: provide any projected funding availability for FY 13, 14, and 15 (including
restrictions, constraints, and any authorization considerations)

Action Item 2: provide a list of members to maintain participation in the NREL Phase 2 sub-
team at-large

Action Item 3: provide a list of member to specifically participate in one or more of the NREL
Phase 2 sub-team scope elements: i.e.:

A.1: Impacts and Options - CAP Tribal Water Users





A.2: Impacts and Options - CAP Non-Indian Agriculture Water Users
B.1: Impacts and Options - Navajo Nation

B.2: Impacts and Options - Hopi Tribe

C: NGS Roadmap and Glidepath

Action Item 4: provide additions to the stakeholder list for each scope element for those to be
engaged in the statement of work development process as well as in the execution of the
deliverables

We will be scheduling another meeting shortly.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or
concerns, or any thoughts on the action items.

Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)

On Sat, Aug 3, 2013 at 12:39 PM, Palumbo, David <dpalumbo@usbr.gov> wrote:
Hi All:

I hope your summer is going well.

I know it has been some time since we convened our Joint Federal Agency Working Group -
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team; | think we are now in a very good position to move our initiative
forward. | sincerely appreciate your patience in this intervening time.

To this end, 1 would like to ask if you all could get together for a teleconference this coming
Wednesday (8/7) at 12:00 pm (PDT/Arizona)/1:00 pm (MDT)/3:00 pm (EDT). | will send

out a meeting request for this day and time as a placeholder that we can move around as
needed.

I have attached the TWG Agreement which includes the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements
document as Appendix E (Also, the TWG Agreement points to and elaborates on NREL
Phase 2 on page 12 under Section V.C.).

As you will see, not a lot has changed since we last worked on this document as a group in
March; however, | would like to point out a few changes as follows:

1. The earlier defined Scope Elements (a) and (e), related to BART technical support and
NGS-KMC EIS technical support, respectively, have been removed as part of Phase 2
proper (While these activities will or have occurred, they are being done outside of
Phase 2.).

2. To avoid any confusion with activities occurring with the NGS-KMC EIS, some
wording was changed to help delineate the EIS and the NREL Phase 2 initiatives.

3. Also with respect to the NGS-KMC EIS, the timing for the deliverables was adjusted to
ensure that they are produced prior to the issuance of the draft EIS, which is currently
scheduled for April 2015, so they can be properly referenced, differentiated, and
perhaps incorporated.





4. To conform the NREL Phase 2 Scope Elements to the TWG Agreement as a whole
where bolded font was used for definitions, bolding was used and some words and
phrases were adjusted as part of this effort (The definitions are included in Appendix
A).

I have also attached a draft agenda for the teleconference for your consideration as well. Any
and all comments are welcome.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.
Also, please feel free to forward this information on to appropriate folks in your organizations.
Thanks,

David
702-622-4064 (c)










Converted word attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. Full release of PDF file

From: Hoeft, Cynthia

To: Saltman, Tamara

Subject: update to 3-agency website

Date: Friday, September 27, 2013 11:33:31 AM
Attachments: mods september 27 2013.docx

09-27-2013 TWG-EPA Supplemental Rule Joint News Release.pdf

Hi Tamara

I was making a few changed to the 3-agency NGS website that | wanted to run by you before 1
made them. They are in the attached file. This will be a change on the bottom of the inital

page of the website http://www.doi.gov/navajo-gss/index.cfm
Please let me know if you have any thoughts or corrections.

Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison

Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work
702-467-8891 cell







